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The Punitive Expedition led by Brigadier General John J. Pershing in
Mexico from March 1916 to February 1917 in pursuit of Francisco Villa is one
of the more obscure campaigns conducted by the United States Army. The
changing role of the United States in the world should encourage Americans
to reexamine the history which this country shares with Mexico. It is the
purpose of this study to identify and examine the significant aspects of
the Punitive Expedition and to provide an interpretive guide to the study
of that subject.

Perhaps the most important lesson to be gained from the study of the
Punitive Expedition concerns General Pershing and the way he responded to
the many challenges confronting him. The story of his responsiveness to
his civilian leaders appears to offer a model study in proper civil-military
relations. The diplomatic considerations which restricted Pershing's free-
dom of action compounded the problems caused by inaccurate information,
inadequate maps, faulty equipment, poor communications, an uncooperative
host government and overextended supply lines. In spite of numerous handi-
caps he maintained a high state of training and esprit within his cormand
while satisfying his civilian and military supervisors. More importantly
he kept the United States out of a war with Mexico at a crucial time in the

world's history.
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AB: THACT

Chie Funitive Expedition led by Brirsadicr General
Jokn J. Fershing in Mexico from March 1916 to February 1917
in pursuit of Francisco Villa is one of the more obscure
campaigns comdducted by the Unired States Army. The changing
rcle of the United States in the worle should encourage
Americans to recxamine rhe history which this country shares
witi, Mexice. It ic the purpose of this study to iaentify and
examnine the significant® aspects of the Punitive Expedition
anc to provide an interpretive guide to the studvy c{ that
subject.

Most of the sources used were published ir the Unsted
States a.though a few are English translations of Mexican
worxs. Also some Mex.i:an - iterials which have not been
translatcd were used. Few detailed accounts of the Punitive
Fxredition have been written but a wealth of information was
found in general periodicals and professional magazines of
thc period as well as in memoirs, novels, history books, War
Lerartment records and other government documents.

Private, moneyed interests appear to have had great
influence upon politicians, advisers and decisionmakers ine
volved in Mexican-American relations during this period.
American policymakers lacked sympathetic insight into Mexico's

problems. President Wilson's ignorance of the Mexi~an psyche
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may have prevented him from ever understanding the almost
universal reijection by Mexicans of any sort of American
intervention in Mexico.

Many of the lessons learned from the experiences of
Pershing and his men were ignored by Americans preparing to
engage in activities of a similar nature in Vietnam fifty
years later. The enemy in Mexico was an 2<ually elusive one
orerating with the support of local partisans. The failure
of America's political and military leaders tc understand the
realities of Mexico's internal situation did much to create
then exacerbate a situation which could have brought the two
countries to war.

Perhaps the most important lesson to be gained from
the study of the Punitive Expedition concerns General Pershing
and the way he responda2d to the many challenges confronting
him. The story of his responsiveness to his civilian leaders
appears to offer a model study in proper civil-military relations.
The diplomatic considerations which restricted Pershing’s free-
dom of action compounded the problems caused by inaccurate
information, inadeguate maps, faulty ecuipment, poor communi-
cations, an uncooperative host government and overextended
cupply lines. In spite of numerous handicaps he maintained
a high state of training and esprit within his command while
satisfying his civilian and military superiors. More
importantly hc kept the United States out of a war with Mexico

at a crucial time in the world's history.
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CHAPTER 1
PURPOSE OF STUDY

The Punitive Expedition led by Brigadier General
John J. Pershing in Mexico from March 1916 to February 1917
is one of the least understood and most neglected military
campaigns of the American Army. The reasons for this, I
telieve, are many. Although a few sensational events
occurred, it was not the kind of military action that helds
a nation's interest. PBesides, there was an important war
going on in Europe.. It was not 2 successful operation in
a purely military sense althou General Pershking was
praised upon its termination and some notewortihy things were
acrcomplished. Furthermore, America's entry into the Great
War soon recuired the efforts and attentions of her people.
In 2 few months the Punitive Expedition was all but for-
gotten. Since then greater issues have attracted serious
scholars and relatively little has been done to give the
Punitive Expedition its proper place in American military
history. Hidden within the pages of sometimes dull and
often inaccurate official reports and romanticized memoirs
lies a story which deserves close examination. It is my
purpose in writing this paper to identify the significant

aspects of the Expedition and to provide an interpretive

guide to further study of this subject.

1
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During the Punitive Fxpedition the Americanr Army
cmployed horse-mounted cavalry on a large scale for the last
time on thic ceontinent. Alco the use of motoriced forces
and aviation to suprort American troops on forziin coil wac

introduced., As a recult of the experiences of FPershin,'s

-
men, Americans were far better prepared to use¢ and maintain

those ¢wo important instruments of modern warfare in Lurope
when the time came.

There are other reacons why this operation aeserves
the attenticn of the professional soldier. The story of
Pershing's responsiveness to his civilian leaders in
Washington appears to offer a model study in prorer civil=- 3
military relations. Such may or may nct bc the case as this
study will demonstrate. The diplomatic considerations which
restricted Pershing's freedom of action compounded the
problems poced by such factors as inaccurate information,
inade~uate maps, faulty equipment, poor communications, an
uncooperative host government and overextended supply lines.
Prior to and throughout the conduct of the campaign, many
of America's political and military leaders seemed nct to
understand or chose to ignore the realities of the interral
political situation of Mexico.

My personal interest in this subject is a result of
my conviction that Americans should know more about the

history that their country sheres with Mexico. Amer.ca‘s

relationship with Mexico is likely to undergo some
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comiticant chanee s in the rture.  An urnicrotanding ol the
poot ey facrilitate the future coope ration betwren our two
zocietics., Furthormore, Mexico is *he birthplace of many
‘“mericans and holds a special place in the hearts of thousand
oY Ancricans cf Mexican ancestry,

There were no setriece battles fought during the
canraisn. The enemy was an elusive vne. The lessons
learned by Fershing and his men were ignored by Americans
crerarin: to fight an amazingly similar war in Vietnam fifty
yrars later. There is also a likelilood that limited force
orerations will be conducted by the United States Army in
trie future. General Fershing's experience in Mexico offers
some worthuhile lessons on tha- subject.

In Chapter II I will briefly relate the highlights

£ the Punitive Exredition frem the time just prior to
tfresident Vilson's decision to- send American forces into
Mexico to capture Pancho Villa until his decision to withe
draw Fershing's forces eleven months later. In Chapter ITI
I will explain both my research methodology and the organi-
zotier ¢f tre intorrretive guide to further study which is
rontained in Chapter IV. In Chapter V I will briefly
summarize the material presented and will offer some

conclusions.
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CHAFTER II
#IGHLIGHTZ CF THR EAPRDITION
RECCSNITION OF CARRANZA

The fall of the povernment of iMexican Presizern:t
trancisco I Madero at *he hands of General Victorlano luerta
in 1313 signaled the beginning of one of the most difficult

ferat

o}

and tragic periods in Mexico'c history. Huerta's cour
followed by the muraer of Macero among other :hineé rrompted
Amcrican President woo<row Wilson to withhold recognition
of Huer*a's government. Later, President wilson used the
influence of his office anc at times military fdfce to show
hic dissa*icfaction wi‘h Huerta in an obvious attempt to
influence Mexico's internal situation.1 In this endeavor
Wilson was successful. On 20 August 1914 Huerta surrendered
tc the combined pressures of :is chief rivals f&r power,
Venustiano Carranza and Francisco Villa aided by Emiliano
Zapata.z |

Mexico's problems were far from over however. For
over a year war raged throughout Mexico as opposing
revolutionary armies struggled for control of the country.
fresident Wilson was painstakingly cautious in deciding which

1 ader to cupport and hic povernment had diplomatic inter=-

course with both Carrancza and Villa. At the cuggestion of
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Secretary ol Gtale fobert Lonsin:, wilson cialled tor a cof=

fe ~unce with the five ranking Latin American envoys in

Pl

Wash.ins ton to help him deci e which faction %o pack as the

fee Toete gcovertgnent of Mexico.) Formal reccgnition of the

Carranra Gonernment A5 the <e factc povernment was made on

O~toter l—‘, 1.1:.
Thereafter, the United States profesced its
rivtty Lity tut was aistinctly more nind rowe:d Carranza than

)

it wan tuwWard villa. On tre day of the formal reccgmition

1]

an reimposed an emtrarpo uren arms and munitions

i 4 G B
Freoidoent Wils

f

L 1
for Yilla while he allswed thie exrolt 3¢ weapons to
Carranra. villa fel: tetrayed and was angered by Wwilson's
action. ie also began sufferir heavy lcsses, many at the

randg of Carranza's leadine gereral, Alvarc CLreegon. However,

"

reo was more intent than ever uron des*roying Carranza’®s
forcec, He curefull; rplanned the capture of Agua Frieta,

e1,n only westlire of Carranza's authority in northern Sonora.

He weuli nave probably succeeded had not Fresident Wilsorn
oyrrenwd 2 ;e uest from the de facto government to reinforce
its fFarrison by transporting trainlcads cf soldiers,
ar+illery, munitions and other ecuipment throu;h New Mexico
and Arizona to Agua Prieta. As a result of this action the
de fenders made their pecsition almost impregnable and when
villa attacked his army was soundly defeated.5

Eresident Wilson had chosen to support the Mexican

faction which seemed to offer the most immediate promise for
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reace and stability in Mexico. Events in Europe demanced
an increasing amount of the President's time. He had hoped

that by tippinsg the balance in Mexico in favcr of Carranza

S o A W O S SN YT S o N

he could help resolve the Mexican matter which was also

becoming a political irritant due to Republican pressure.

oy v

He could then turn his attention to other things. However
Francisco Villa, the Lion of the North, was intent upon

ﬁi providing President Wilson with anything but peace.

VILLA'S REVENGE

After his defeat at Agua Prieta, Villa reorganized

1 r.is forces and began a campaign of harassment of Americans
and Carrancistas; He was rdetermined to provoke intervention
i in Mexico. Villa well knew the feelings of his countrymen
toward Yankee intervention. By leading the fight against
gringo invaders Villa could regain both the hzsro's mantle

t and thc power which he had recently lost. In January 1016

General Fershing then stationed at Fort Bliss reported
information concerning Villa's plan to provoke intervention.
He also reported that Americans returning from Mexico voiced

little confidence in the ability of the Carranza government

L s o  SEE

to provide stability in Mexico.6

On 10 January, Villa committed the first major act

of his campaign. Sixteen American mining engineers were
killed near Santa Ysabel, about twenty-five miles southwest

of Chihuahua. They had been invited by Carranza's government
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to reaopen American mines in that region. The train on which
Vivey wer. traveling accompanied by twenty Mexican mining
employecs was stopped and the passengers robbed by a gang
of armed men led by Pablo Lopez, a Villista colonel. After
robbins the passengers, the bandits ordered the Americans off
the train whereupon tliey were systematically murdered and
etripped of their clothing. Through a survivor's account
the American people learned of the massacre. The immediate
popular reaction in the United States was one of indignatio:
and horror but there was no widespread demand for inter-
vention. An embarrassed Carranza promised to apprehend
those responsible but he did not have the resources to do so
promptly. Meanwhile, Presiden: Wilson's political enemies
seized upon the opportunity to jnsult him., Former President
Theodore Roosevelt issued a statement which among other
things said,
This dreadful outrage is merely an inevitabhle outcome
of the policies which have been followed in Mexico for
the past five years, and, above all, for the last three
years. The policy of watchful waiting, the policy if
not interferring with "blood spilling," the policy of
askine the South and Central American republics to take
from us the responsibility that we were too timid to
take has borne its legitimate results . . . . When the
great war ceases we shall have earned the contemptuous
dislike of every combatant, and if we don't do our duty

in Mexico one or all of them will surely seize Mexico
themselves.

Other political leaders made public outcries for

immediate armed intervention. Senator Albert Fall of New

Mexico was the most boisterous of such advocates. However,
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there was still no real cnthusiasm on the part of the American
reople for milisary adventurism in Mexico and public interest

in the matter faded quickly.

Tension continued to mount along the border as

Carrancista forces pursued and scattered Villista bands in

Chihauhua and{ American forces on border duty regularly
ratrolled the border and maintained garrisons at critical
roints. For control purposes the United States divided the
bvorder into ten districts. ihe headquarters of one such
district was located at Columbus, New Mexico, under the com=
mand of Colonel Herbert J. Slocum. With a force of 21
officers and 532 enlisted men Colonel Slocum protected a
stretch of border sixty=-five miles long. Aware of rumors
that Villa was planning an attack somewhere within his zone
Colonel Slocum took preciations to strengthen his position.
on 9 Mar~h 1916 a villista band of 500-1,000 mounted
soldiers crossed the border into Columbus and shot up the
town, burning buildings and killing soldiers and civilians.
The reaction of Slocum's men was prompt and effective and
within a matter of minutes the attackers were driven from
the town. Benind them lay eight American soldiers killed
and five wounded; eight civilians killed and three wounded.
The raiders suffered heavy losses, perhaps 190 killed, in
the raid and the brief pursuit into Mexico which followed
immodiately.9 America was stunned. Witi: nonpartisan afree=

ment the American press and public demanded that the
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to reopen American mines in that repion. 7The train on which

they wore traveling aocompanied by twenty Mexican mining

ermnloyecs was stopped and the passengers robbed by a gang

of armed men l.d by Pablo Lopez, a Villista colonel. After

robbing the passengers, the bandits ordered th= Americans off

the train whereupon they were systematically murdered and

stripped of their clothing. Through a survivor?s account \\\
the American people learned of the massacre. The immediate N
popular reaction in the United States was one of indignation

and horror but there was no widesrread demand for inter-

vention. An embarrassed Carranza -romised to apprehend

those responsible but he did not have the resources to do so

promptly. Meanwhile, President Wilson's political enemies

seized upon the opportunity to insult him. Former President

Theodore Roosevelt issued a statement which among other
things said,

This dreadful outrage is merely an inevitable outcome
of the policies which have been followed in Mexico for
the past five years, and, above all, for the last three
years. The policy of watchful waiting, the policy if
not interferring with "blood spilling," the policy of
asking the South and Central American republics to take
from us the responsibility that we were too timid to
take has borne its legitimate results . . . . When the
great war ceases we shall have earned the contemptuous
dislike of every combatant, and if we don’t do our duty
in Mexico or~ or all of them will surely seize Mexico
themselves.

Other political leaders made public outcries for /
immediate armed intervention. Senator Albert Fall of New

Mexico was the most boisterous of such advocates. However,
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there was still no real enthusiasm on the part of the American -
people for military adventurism in Mexico and public interect
in the matter faded quickly.

Tension continued to mournit along the torder as

Carrancista forces pursued and scattered Villista bands in

Chihauhua and American forces on border duty regularly
patrolled the border and maintained garrisvns at critical
roints. For control purposes the Unated States divided the
border into ten districts. The headquarters of onae such
district was located at Columbus, New Mexico, under the com=
mand of Colonel Herbert J. Slocum. With a force of 21 -
officers and 532 enlisted men Colonel Slocum protected a
stretch of border sixty-five miles 1opg. Aware of rumors
that Villa was planning an attack somewhere within his 2zone
Colonel Slocum took precautions to strengthen his position.
On 9 March 1916 a Villista band of 500-1, 000 mounted
soldiers crossed the border into Columbus and shot upo the
town, burning buildings and killing soldiers and civilians.
The reaction of Slocum's men was prompt and effective and
within a matter of minutes the attackers were driven from

the town. Behind them lay eight American soldiers killed

and five wounded; eight civilians killed and three wounded.
The rai@ers suffered heavy losses, perhaps 190 killed, in
the raid and the brief pursuit into Mexico which followed
immediately.9 America was stunned. With nonpartisan agrece-

ment the American press and public demanded that the ;/
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Mexicans be punished. .
Both Presidgnt Wilson and Carranza were in unenviable
positions. For Carrancza to accebt or welcome the inter=-
vention of American forces in Mexico could spell disgrace
and political ruin for him. Wilson resisted the clamor for
war with Mexico and avoided a full scale invasion at a time
when such a move could have helped his 191€ campaign for
reelection.lo He did, however, authorize the War Department
to take planning action. On 10 March 1916 the Secretary of
War, Newton D. Baker, who had taicen office on the day cf
Villa's raid, authorized an expedition. His statement, in

part, read:
The President has dlrected +1,at an armed force be sent
into Mexico with the sole object of capturing Villa
and preventing further raids by his band, and wi
scrupulous regard for the sovereignty of Mexico.

Meanwhile represe.catives of the two governments tried
to reach an acceptablé agreement on the matter. To Wilson's . '
immediate reguest for permission to send troops in pursuit
of Villa, Carranza, through his Secretary of Foreign Affairs,

Acuna, responded with the suggestion that an old agreement
2 between *the countries that afforded either nation the right
to pursue bandits into the other's territory be reinstated. 2
Mr. Acuna: . st ‘emant nade it clear that his president was
suggesting an 2_ 'eement that would not be retroactive. Such

crossings would be permitted "if the raid effected at

Columbus should unfortunatély be repeated at any other point

EREIEE TSI
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on the border." Later, when Carranza was made aware of

President Wilson's order to send troops to Mexico he warned
that sucii an action taken without his expressed consent and
in the absence of a reciprocal agreement between the 'two
countries would be considered an invasion cf national
territory regardiess of the pre‘ext used to justify the
action. The war whizh would result between the twec countries:
+« «» o would be the most unjust which mndern history would
record and it would also be an evident proof of the lack
of sincerity of the American government, in whose capital
the Pan American Conference has just been held and before
which President Wilson and his Secretary of State ex=-
pressed sentiments of fraternity among all nations of
tae American continent.
At the same time, Carranza warned the Mexican people of a
rossible war with the United States and told them of his
repudiation of Washingtcon's attempt to force upon him a fait
accompli.
I am sure I am voicing the national sentiment and that
the Mexican people will worthily perform their duty,
no matter what sacrifices they may have to uigergo in
the defense o: their rights and sovereignty.

Because of Mexico's intermal problems, Carranza could
not arford to give the appearance of being too cooperative
with the President of the Coloso del Norte. Likewise,
President Wilson was under considerable pressure from both
Congress and the private sector to take bold action. Al=-
though no afreement was reached between the two governments

it apprears that the membership of both houses of Concress

did not understand that point. A Senate resolutivn of
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17 March 191¢ to which the liouzse of Representative: concurred
reads, in part: "Whereas the President has obtained the
consent of the de facto government of Mexico for this punitive
."15

expedition . . The resolution continued, stating that,

The Consress, in approving the use of the isrmed Forces of
the Uni“ed 5tates for the purpose announced, joins with
the President in declaring that such military expedition
shall not ke rermitte. to encroach in any defree upon
the sovereigntv of Mexico or to interfere in anylganner
wi*h the domestic affairs of the Mexican jpeople.
No doubt those ascurances were of little consolation to
President Carranca.

The War Departme. . sent a message to General Pershing
to the effect that his m.ssion had the approval of the de
facto Mexican government. At the sare time Pershing received
this information he was notified that the commander cf the
de facto government forces stationed at Palomas, six miles
south of Columbus, would oppose the crossing of Ameiican
troors into Mexico.17 This dilemma was a portent of the
many problems that would frustrate Pershing in the months
ahead. However, he had his orders. In spite of remonstrations
on the nart of Mexicans at many levels from the office of
the President to lonely outposts, *“Ye wheels of war had

begun to roll and there would be no stopping them for

ceveral months,

THE EXPEDITION GETS UNDERWAY

A detailed account of the activities and tribulations
of the Punitive Expedition is bey-1d the scope of this
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investisation. However, some events should be considered
to clarify the situation and to facilitate further investi-
csation. On 14 March 191¢ General Pershing issuecd his Generzl
Orders, No. 1, organizing the Punitive Ekxpedition and
specifying the rrovisional division with two provisional
cavalrv brigades. On orders from Major Gen~ral Frederick
Funston, Commanding General of the Southern Department,
Pershking plapned to enter Mexico in two columns. He hoped
to catch Villa, who was rerorted to be near Casas Grandes,
in a pincer movement. Accordingly, the force was crganized
into a western column which would ernter Mexico by way of
Culberson's Ranch and an eastern column which would travel
directly south from Columbus. The provisional organization

was as follows:

EASTERN COLUMN WESTERN COLUMN

13th Cavairy (less one troop) 7th Cavalry
16th Infantry Regiment 10th Calalry

6tk Infantry Regiment Battery B, ggh Field
Battery C, 6th Field AgEalieny

Artillery
1st Aers Squadron (8 aero-

planes) b
lst Battalion, 4th Field

Artillery *

The Expedition, initially consisting of about 5,000
men, began its movement into Mexico on the morning of
1% March 1916 and by 20 March both columrns reached Colonia

Dublan, the site of a Mormon settlement, without incident.
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e troors ot Polomns deserted the town prior to Perchinn'cs

Sl

aprivel, A chort dIistaice trom Celoniw Dublan thie force

establiched a camy to serve as a bacge for future orerations, 3

ueneral Percshing wasted no time in dispatching three squadrone-
size cavalry detachments to seek out Villa., The ever elusive
Villa was reportedly at Namicuipa but by the time the ;

Ancricans reached the area he had disappeared. Such would be

(a4

(2

trne rattern o

orcrations for the next two months of the
campai;m. The American troops were poorl;,; Jdresscd and ecuipped :
for the bitter cold ni:hts on the high Mexican plateau.

Surplies were often scarce and until about mide-April the

o
trcops had tec live off the land.l’

Adaf i s SHANG GYA B g R

A more serious problem wis that of information. It

g

was soon clear that the presence of thousands of cringsos

e

seeminrly movin., deeprer into Mexico caused resentment and

D

suspicion on the vart of most Mexicans. It did not help
matters that Pancho Villa was a local hero in the state of
Chihuahua where the operation was being conducted. Pershing

socn concluded that it would be almost impossible to get

Ak i S A e e, M

inflormation of Villa's whereabouts from the local people

¢énd Le neld little hope for cooperation from the troops of
- ' . tre de facto rcovernment. In a telegram to the Southern Depart-

ment sent early in the operartion Pershing indicated that

"if the campaign were eventually successful it would be

without the assistance of any natives south of the border."zo
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~2 relied on Mormons from Colonia Dublan and a platoon of
Apache s:outsufbr reconnaissance and trackin- ana when needed
they served as interpreters for his forcez. The problems
rosed by the loyalty of the people to Villa and their feel~
ir.cs toward the invaders were never overcone.

There were some reasons for ortimism. On 29 March
in a short battle at Guerrero, American trcors managed to
k41l 20 Villistas although Villa departed the scene several
hours before the surprise attack. lie was wounded a few days
earlier in a battle with Carranacista forces and had to be
rhysically cuarried around ty his men After the brief en-
counter with American troops the Villicta force of about
230 men scattered in small bands and disappeared into the
mountains.

The relationship existing between the American's
and de facto forces was unusual. Despite Carranza's
protestation against the presence of American troops in his
country they continued to pour in. He was in no position
to declare war arainst tne United States and he no doubt
hoped tkat Villa would ba captured. A tacit acceptance of
the American forces in Mexico was his only alternative for

the time being.

Some of the leaders of the de facto govermment forces

were more cooperative and trusting than others. VWhile
operating southwest of the city of{ Chihuahua near the town

of San Francisco de Borja, Major Frank Tompkins, commander
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Gt Jiwe tronss toree off the 1 th cwalry, received the following:
rote irom Ceneral Joce Cava:os, the local Carrancista
comnander:

On *the¢ third of April I telegraphed you, advising you
that I thourht it rrudent to susrend the advance of
your troors until we both receive orders on this sube-
Ject trom the citiczen Military Commancer of the State.
As I have just received knowledge that your forces are
asdvancine in accor3ance with the itinerary which I have,
with thcce uncier my orders, I would esteem it very much
i€ you would suspend your advance until you receive

e crce:r *o whicia I refer, bty wnhich meanc there can be
aveiied 2 contlict whickh may occur by reason of you:r
arivance, Az 1 do nct doubt that you are aware of the
repzons wiitic move me to write this, I hore that we can
arrive at an agreement, for which 1 sign myself, Ysur
artentasive and truc servant, General Jose Cavazos. <

Major Tompiins thought tha: Cavazos was trying to obstruct
his movement. Cavazos may have teen merely exercising his
rrerogative as the commander of his district.

Al though Major Tompkins' encounter with General
Cavazos ended without incident, two similar confrontations
Lacd leca fortunate outcomes and brought the United States
and Mexico dangerously close to alle-out war. Despite orders
not to cccury Moxican towns, on 12 April, Major Tompkins
trouiht his 100 man cavalry detachment into the southern
Ch:ikuatua town of Parral to purchase supplies. In Parral
there was a sizeable Carrancista garrison and the people
were decidely proe-Villista. Tompkin's force was suddenly

crowded and taunted by a civilian mob. Shots were fired

and a riot ensued with Carrancista and pro=-Villa Mexicans




‘iphting the Amcricans. The Carrancistac at first tyied to

restrain the mob but later joined i+ an drove the grinong
tack to their reinforcements. When the chooti
Lo Mexicans lay dead and twe Americanc had teen ®ill-d.””
Carrarca and wilcon faced a crisis situation. Carranco 2nadm
ordered the Americans to leave MexlCO wirile &ilcon®s anccirar.
surcested that 2 withdr-wal would cauce gl o ke oA rollticil  SROL
+to Wilson. I could aloo, taey ar,ued, be interrretac Ly
the Germans as a simm o wea'necs. In resjonce to Carranza'cs
demand Wilscn propoced & conference. HRumors or war abtounded
and the Sccretary of State advicec fmerican concule in
Mexiczo to alert Arerican :zitiienc in their districts to be
ready to leave at a momento noticc.

on 28 April, General Hugh L. Scott and Funstcn mec
with Carranza‘s cecretary of War, General Alvero Obregon.
Obregon reneated Carranza's demand that Persning's forces ke
removed immediately. General Scott argued the need for
Fershing tc remain in Mexico to protect American citiczens and

25
prorerty. Eventually a secret agreement was reached which
called for a gradual withdrawal of American forces. This
rlan was immediately rejected by Carranza and the conference
ended.

At home American military leaders advocated increased
readiness for war. The President called up the National

Guards of Texas, New Mexico and Arizona for border duty and

Senator Fall voiced a demand for the couplete occupation ot
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Mexico.26 The situation worsened as a result of another
clash between American and Carrancista forces. On 21 June
191€ at Carrizal, 7% American troopers of the 10th Cavalry
on a reconnaissance mission were attacked by Carranza's
forees as the Americans entered the town in skirmish line.27
Nine American soldiers were killed including two officers;
twenty=four were captured and five reported missing. Several
inaccuracies appear in General Pershing's reports of the actim
including his charge that the Americans were attacked, "At
the moment of dismounting . . .,"28 prior to entering the
town. In light of the facts known by Pershing at the time
of his report of the Carrizal incident it is curious that
he woulcd hieap the entire blame ior what happened upon the
Mexican de facto government forces.

General Pershing was directed to begin preparations
to assume the offensive and he immediately concentrated his
forces to secure his lines of communication.29 Meanwhile
plans were prepared in Washington for a large scale invasion
aof Mexico.jo Neither Wilson nor Carranza wanted war,
Farly in July of 1916 a joint American=Mexican commission
was established to settle the Mexican guestion. Once again,
due to domestic political considerations in both countries
the nerotiations were drawn out. Meanwhile Pershing was
ordered to restrict his activity and he withdrew his forces

to Colonia Dublan. His troops stayed busy with training

and recreational activity. The negotiations continued.
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Wilson decided that the European situation was becoming too
eritical and Carrania by then had strengthened his political

position in Mexico somewhat. It was time to settle the mattur.
END OF A CHAPTER

On 18 January 1917 General Funston was directed to
order General Pershing to plan a withdrawal to the United
States. On 5 February 1917 Pershing telegravhed from Columbus,
nExpeditionary forces returning from Mexico crossed line
today, last troops leaving Mexico at 3 PM."31

The Punitive Expedition has been considered by some
an humilitating defeat for America. Others say that it
created, then perpetuated, the threat of an unnecessary war
with Mexico that the United States could rot afford to risk,
in licht of the world situation at the tira. It was expen=
sive. The Expedition was in Mexico for .lightly less than
eleven months at an estimated cost to the United States of
over one hundred and thirty million dollars.32 Still others
argue that P;rshing's mission was successful not only because
of the security it provided our border and the lesson it
taught the Mexicans but also because of the training and
preparation it gave to our armed forces and to the industrial
base that supported them. There is some merit to each of

these contentions and a balanced appraisal to the Expedition

has perhaps never been made.
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[n this chapter I have presented only the highlights

of the oreration. A careful and thorough examination of all

available material concerning it is necessary before a fair

evaluation can be made. Certain questions need to be addressed

and some unclear issues illuminated.
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CHAPTER IIIX
METHODOLOGY

As previously stated, a detailed study of Pershing’s
entire campaign is beyond tlL.e scope of this work. Rather,

I have prepared an interpretive guide tc the literature
dealing with the subject and have identified some significant
issues that seem important to a fuller understanding of this
period, This study should serve as a valuable guide to a
more detailed investigation of the subject. In preparing
this survey I have concentrated on materials published in

the United States although I have made use of foreign sources
to a limited extent. Because of space and resource limita=-
tions the study emphasizes those works which offer new
material or interpretations although reference will be made
to general works on the subject.

A significant assumption I made in undertaking this
effort is that despite the absence of any balanced, com-
prehensive'work dealing with the Punitive Expedition,
sufficient information is available to make such a survey
worthwhile. I have made use of history books, general
periodicals, professional magazines, memoirs, novels, War

Department records, The Conpressional Record and other

covernment documcnts, all ol which are rcasonably accessible.
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In the

rvey intc four pa. ts.

T jmve divided the nu

cipat —art 1 will examine materials concerning United States-

Mexican relations during the period 1910 to 1915. During

tiiat time the Mexican Revolution began and some major changes

in America's policy toward Mexico were made. I will emphasize

works which cxplain the influence that activities of that

reriod and upon our later involvement in Mexico. The second

~art will deal with the immediate origins of the Punitive

Exredition to include a discussion of wWorks that explain

nistration

how the decisionmaking process of the Wilson admi

Functioned during the crisis period. Part three will focus

on materials concerning the actual conduct of operations by

{iie Expedition. I will shed sowe light on the influence

that key personalities and decisions had upon the operations.

In the final part I will review sources which discuss the

aftermath of the Expedition, its impact upon the army and

upon our rela“ions with Mexico as well as implications for

the future.




CHAPTER IV
AN INTERPRETIV:L GUIDE TO FURTHER STUDY
UNITED STATES-MEXICAN RELATIONS 1910-1915

The early part of the twentieth century was a diffi-
cult and complex period of United States-Mexican relations.
The opinions of scholars vary greatly as to the wisdom and
effectiveness of the policies of Presicents Taft and Wilson
with regard tc our southern neighbor. In his The United
States and Mexico, Howard F. Cline presents a balanced and
objectiv2 account of this period. He devotes nearly one=third
of the book, which is considered one of the premier works on
the subject, to a careful and clear presentation of signifi-
cant trends and events. Although Mr. Cline's criticisms are
even handed and well documented, he does not hesitate to
share his Jjudgments with the reader. The book also contains
an excellent annotated bibliography.

Professor James Morton Callahan's, American Foreign
Policy in Mexican Relations presents a general historical
view of American-Mexican policy from Jeffersonian times to
the early 1930t's. In Chapter XiV, "Wilson's Policy Toward
Mexico in Revolution,” he addresses the key issues and

principal actors of that time. The author makes few attemptc

24
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ot aaalesic. Thiz may be ac.oounted for by Callrhan's comparie
Pive mnfaniliovity withh the Mexican siace of the coatroversies.
He bases his work zlmost exclusively qpon American govern=-
mental documents and in so doing he presents the conflicting
American views on important issues. Mr. Callahan observes
that American policymakers lacked sympathetic insight and
assumed an impatient attitude during this critical *“ime when
Mexico was struggling to find herself as a nation. He explains
the genesis of powerful American economic interests developed
during the years of Porfirio Diaz's rule and discusses the
activities of certain Americans magnates who demanded inter=
vention throughout the period.l He then examines Wilson's
croblems in dealing with the Hue-ta government and the sub-
sequent matter of the recognition of Carranza's de_facto
government.

A zoncise study of American-Mexican relations after
t*ne Revolution can be found in J. Fred Rippy's essay, "The
United States and Mexico" which appears in Mexicr _American

Policies Abroad. Mr. Rippy discusses the handling of Mexican

rolicy by Taft and Wilson. Taft is described as a "com=-
~laisant jurist and moderate imperialist, observing only the
political, legal and national aspects of the problem."2 His
policies as Rippy concludes helped create and exacerbate
Mexico's civil disorder.3 Rippy then examines Wilson's moral
intervention, his hasty recognition of Carranza, (a result

of Wilson's impatience and ignorance of Mexican history), and
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his manipulation of arms and munitions exports in favor of

Carranza. This essay also provides an account of the political

pressures which Wilson confronted regarding Mexico. In
addition to his own feelings, Wilson had to consider the war
spirit which began developing and the movements for péace and
moderation led by abbi Stephen Samuel Wise and other

religious and educational leaders.

Greatly influencing Wilson's judgment on cuestions con=

cerning Mexico were the reports of his various special agents
operating there. His most important special agent is treated
sympathetically in George M. Stephenson's, John Lind of
Minnesota. Many American and Mexican writers are hizhly
critical of Lind's mission to Mexico which began during the
Huerta period. Stephenson argues that Lind Lkept Wilson well
informed. He also claims that Foinert Lansing, wilson'é
Secretary of State, used the Znfluznce of his office to secure
recognition for Carranza. Lansing it seems had some private
dealing with supporters of Huer*a in Washington in 1914 which
he did not want revealed. A no.w cetailed account of the
activities of all of the impc~tant agents is contained in

Emissaries to_a Revolution, Woodrow Wilson's Executive Agents

in Mexico, by Larry D. Hill.

One can hardly divorce the subject of United States~
Mcxican relations from other important issue of that period
generated by events in Europe. In his Woodrow Wilson, Life

and Letters, Ray Stannard Baker, an eminent authority on the

AR
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President and a member of the so=-called muickraker group,
exviains the controversy caused by one such issue, the cuestion
of national preparedness. The President is described as a

man who, harried constantly by individuals énd groups repre-
senting either strong preparedness or pacifist views, neither
yielded to mob hysteria nor heeded the shrill screams of the

N
jingoes. Mr. Baker succeeds in placing the Mexican problem

in perspective.

IMMEDIATZ ORIGINS OF THE PUNITIVE EXPEDITION

Some of America's problems with Mexico during this
period were related to the resen“mcnt and fear that resulted
from the 1845-1847 war. Other: had more immedia‘e social,
political or economic sources. While Viila's raid on

Columbus, New Mexico was the principal Justification given

for the decision to send the Punitive Expedition into Mexico
other options were open to President Wilson. He could choose
ecither of t+o 2xtremely different courses of action or a course
somewhere between the two. (€ .2 alternative was to do nothing
at all about Villa. At the other extrem< the President could
use the Colunbus raid as an excuse for the full scale in-

w+asion of Mexico. DBetween these courses lay the choice of

aking some action direct enough to avenge the Columbus raid

out no So severe as to cause either the collapce of
Carranza's government or all-out war. An understanding of

the situation along the border in 1916 and of the way in
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which President Wilson treated the Mexican juestion may help

*0 explain why he reacied to the crisis the way he did.
American historians have failed to evaluate the

importance of leading Mexican pesrsopnalitices to American policy.

Tnus, Francisco Villa remains mnerely a colorful and romantic

figure to some, a ruthless btandit-murderer to others and to

still others somewhat of a baffoon as portrayed by Wallace

Berry in his 30's movie Viva Villa. The United States and

Pancho Villa bv Clarence C., Clendenen is one of the most
scholarly works on Villa written to date. Villa is shown

to be a revolutionary leader whose actions and policies often
affected the Anerican people. He had a special relationship
with hic friend General Hugh L. Scott which caused him %o be
favored. Clendenen describes Villa's reaction to Wilson's
decision to racognize Carranza's govermment. Of great im-
portance to events of this time were the actions of some iinor
characters discussed in detail by c10ndenen.5 Both the Santa
Ysabel massacre and the raid on Columbus are explained in a
thorough and unimpassioned manner.

A comprehensive treatment of the military aspects of
the border situation can be found in Colonel Frank Tompkins'
Chasing Villa. As a major, Tompkins led the pursuit of
Villa's fleeing band after the Columbus raid and ae served
with the 13th Cavalry throughout the stay of the Punitive
Expedition in Mexico. Although published nearly twenty years

after the Expedition ended, Colonel Tompkins'! descriptions of




or.-rations both alangs the border and in Mexico are: rich with

mirmite b tail and interestin: anccdotes.

kobLert S. Thomas and Ince V. Allen working under the

aicrijces of tho U.S. Army Center of Military History prejare«]

an un~ublished monograrh entitled The Mexica: Punitive

Ex~elition. It —rovides a useful review of the basic issues
2ni an averview of the reaction of the Army and the Zovernment
to the border problem. Thouzh shallow and at times inaccurite
this is probably tie most efficient guide to *he Punitive
exredition ever written.

The difficulty of protectiny the border in 1915=1916
aad the mcnotcny of border duty are two of the themes
develored by Martin Blumenson in Volume I of The Patton Papers.
In “h2 zhaster "Fort Bliss and the Border" Mr. Blumenson
re reals many interesting facets of the border situation making
use of Lieutenant George Patton's diary and his colorful
letters to his wife and father. Patton in those days had
little respect for the condition of the Mexican troops. His
depreciative attitude toward the Mexicans seems to have been
snared by many of the officers and men on the border.

An unpublished masters thesis written by Samuel S.
Fain titled "The Pershing Punitive Expedition and Its Diplo=-
matic Background" offers some important contributions to the

study of the origins of the campaign. Mr. Fain made particu-

Iery good use of periodicals in compiling his study. The

increased activity of individuals and groups advocating war
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chapter of his thesis.7
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As 1916 began troubles with Mexico posed more immediate
rroblems than any of the issues concerning Wilson's administra-
tion. A considerable amount of material is available which
ex~lains why President Wilson reacted to Mexican matters in
the manner in which he did. Two points are important. The
first is the influence that the President's psyche had on his
dexican policy and the second is his use of adviéers. A
~clated cuestion is the extent to which external pressures,

both public and private, may nave affected Wilson and his

advisors.

In his previously cited Woodrow Wilson, Life and
Letters, Ray Stannard Baker asserts that throughout the
crucial period prior to the Columbus raid Wilson was almost
the sole champion in Washington of Mexico's right to self=-
determination.a Lacking contidence ianryan and the Depart=-
men: of State the President was even more distrustful of the
jingoistic Americans at home and in Mexico. He went so far
as to prepare a list of American Plotters and Liars in
Mexico saying, "that the greatest trouble was not with Mexico
wut with people here in America who wanted the oil and metals
in Mexico and were seeking intervention in order to get it."9

A colorful exposition of the views of an intelligent
and liberal Mexican citizen Jose Vasconcelos can be found
in Mexico, American Policies Abroad. Vasconcelos has served

as Mexico's Minister of Education and is the author of many

books. He was considered a leading exponent‘of Latin American

-
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culture. vasconcelos criticizes Wilson's meddling in Mexican

affairs. He criticizes Wilson's recognition of Carranza's

governmsnt not bhecaucse of his choice bu: because he elected

1
to choose. 0 Wilson should nrave refused to recognize any

government based on military force. This in the opinion of

Vasconcelos would nave helped the Mexicans to bring about an

agreement for the elimination of rival chieftains.
David F. Houston, President Wilson's Secretary of

Agriculture, maxkes an appraisal of Wilson handling of Mexico's

civil struggle in his Eight Years With Wilson's Cabinet, 191

to 1920. Houston stresses the President's good intentions in

his Mexican policy. However the President, according to

Houstcn, was an intellectual thoroughbred who had a one track

mind and often failed to see the implications of hi.; state=

ments and actions.

In Woodrow wilson: A Look at His Major Foreign

Policies, Arthur S, Link, 2 leading authority on wilson,

offers & good explanation of the nature of Wilson's training

as a diplomatist. He stresses Wilson's exclusively theoretical

preparation in the field of foreign affairs. In identifying

the foundation of the President's political thinking Link cites

the religious and ethical peliefs and values that he inherited

from the Christian tradition and from his own Presbyterian

theology-

In another of his books, WoodroWw Wilson and the

Progressive Era, 1910-1917, Link criticizes Wilson's



33

mnissionary Jdiplomacy” in trying to shape the Mexican

nevolution into a pattern of his own making. He makes reference
to several of the President's important Mexican speechaes and
also cxplains Villa's reason for expecting backing from the
United States. Mr. Link is strong in Fis praise of Carranza's
determina*tion and is critical of Wilson.lz

An almost cubistic view of Wilson's decisionmaking
process can be found in The Philosophy and Policies of Woodrow

Wilson, a collection /f essays edited by Earl Latham.
Hictorians, economists, political scientists and Jjurists have
combined their talents to examine such topics as Wilson's
rela-ionship with his cabinet, his temperament, his extreme
sense of morality and his self-righteousness. The President's
distrust of many would=be advisers is an important subject
which this book brings to light.1

President Wilson was also 1ittle disposed to accept
the advice of his chief military assistants. In his auto-
biography, Some Memories of a Soldier, Major General Hugh Lenox
Scott provides another perspective of Wilson's decisionmaking
as he relates his bewilderment over the President's decisicas
concerning Mexico. Scott had confidence in Villa. He even
wad intentions of someday inviting Villa to attend the Army's
school at Fort Leavenworth, "where he might learn the

rudiments of morals."lu Scott urged Wilson not to recognize

Carranza and he never understood the President's reasons for

doing so.15 Scott later opposed the decision to allow
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Carranza's troop to cross American soil to surprise Villa at

Acua Prieta. Sacretary of War Newton Baker's lack of pre=
paration for thé erisis provoked by the Columbus raid is on=
of the.subjects discussed in C. H. Cramer's Newton D. Baker,
A Biography. Baker was appreciative of Scott, his first
military mentof, and respected his rugged common sense.
Cramer'indicates that Baker's real admiration was reserved
for Taskér Howard Bliss, Scott's assistant.

‘ Bliss had commanded the troops responsible for the

Mexican border earlier in his career and he was keenly aware

of the importance of avoiding a war with Mexico. The importcnt

role played by Bliss as an advisor to Baker, a pacifist,

thro;ghout the period of the Mexican crisis is explained ir
Frederick Palmer's, Bliss, Peacemaker. In a chapter title”!
nKeeping Peace on the Border," Palmer shows in detail Bliss's

deep understanding of the complexities of the Mexican problem

and of the difficulties inherent in the conduct of a npunitive"

N

operation.
President Wilson's reasons for deciding to send a
punitive expedition to Mexico in response to the Columbus

raid is explained in detail in an unpublished PhD dissertation

written by Robert Bruce Johnson titled Ihe Punitive Exvedition.

According to Johnson the wmust important reason why Wilson
decided to take military action was American public opinion.

The combined arguments of the interventionists, those who

demanded in~reased preparednnrss, and a multitude of other yroups

joined the average citizen in a cry to avense the natloaal honor.

e A i i
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OPERATIOIIS I[N MEXICO

Although the Punitive Expediticn has never been given
a balanced ind thorough treatment many words have begn written
about it. ften “he campaign is referred to casuall;, as in
passing, as an anecdote in the brilliant career of General
Pershing. In fact, General Pershing who wrote two volumes
a'out his experiences in the World War has written a scant
few pages, aside from off- :iali reports, about his conduct of
the Exredition. However, several worthwhile references are
available which suggest tixc many untold stories remain
hidden within existing accounts.

A careful reading of the literature on the subject
indicates that Pershing perhaps never understood the broader
implications of his mission as far as the importance of
keeping peace with Mexico is concerned. He was concerned with
developments in Europe but he had trouble understanding the
realities of the Mexican situation. The experience taxed
Pershing's patience and was a source of extreme frustration
and disappointment for him. His ability to inspire the
confidence if not the affection of his men and to subordinate
his own will to that of his civilian superiors during this

period marked Pershing as a military man of great potential

value to hiz country.

John J. Pershing-General of the Armies by Frederick

Palmer is probably the best biography yet written of the

et VAL

s

soldier and the man. It includes accounts of a few innocuous

L o e S S s 2 P i 5




36

aspects of the Expedition such as the General's close relation=--

ship with one of his aides, Lieutenant James L. Collins. The
diary of Lieutenant Collins is in the possession of his son,
Brigadier General James L. Collins, Jr., the present Chief of
the U.&. Army Center of Military History in Washington, D.C.
In general, Palmer is quite sympathetic toward Fershing whom
he shows to be laboring under too many restrictions in Mexico.
A candid and far more human picture of Pershing is found in
Blumenson's Patton Papers, Volume I. Pershing is shown to be
an incessant trainer of troops and a strict disciplinarian
who emphasized meticulous attention to detail. Much has been
written about Pershing's loyalty to civil authority tut in
few places are iiis feelings better shown than in a letter he
wrote to Patton during the campaignJr7Blumenson's bock is
filled with interesting descriptions of many subjects to
include everyday camp l1ife, rigorous "progressive training®

programs and operations in pursuit of Villa.

In Pershing's Mission in Mexico Haldeen Braddy

suggests that Pershing did not have sufficient respect for

his adversary and the latter's importance to Hexico.l8
Braddy's book is a product of careful research and it contains
accurate though brief coverage of the highlights of the entire
campaign.19 Donald Smythe's Guerrilla Warrior describes the
early life of General Pershing and includes a careful, critical
examination of the Expedition. Smythe doubts that Pershing

ever understood why the Mexican people resented his presence
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aued peacted toward him and his men as they did. Smythe asks,
as Jdid many Mexicans in 191¢ . wihy a force in pursult of a
swift moving, mounted puerr. la contalned go many foot Ine
fantry troopers and artille:ry pieces. The author's explana-
tions of the Parral and Car:..zal incidents are among the best
published. They ;re both interesting and convincing and
they are void of dramatic exaggeration.zo Another important
contributrion of this work is the information concerring the
influence of Funston upon Pershing's aci.ons. It appears that
Funston was convinced of the need to eventually fight the
Mexicans. His aggressiveness may have encouraged Pershing to
be more bold and haughty than it was prudent for him to have been.
Smythe's bibliography on Pershing's early life is extensive.

Palmer, in his biography of Bliss indicates thaf Funston
may have been over eager to fight the Mexicans as a result of

his own frustrating experience as commander of the occupation

! forces at Vera Cruz. Funston was anxious for some activity
just a few days prior to the tragic incident at Carriza1.21

i Two weeks after that action Bliss prepared a telegram to /

Funston in which he clearly spelled out the administration's

policy.
A brilliant description of the terrain in the area

of operations, some good maps and analysis of the major
problems encountered are all to be found in Colonel H. A.

¢ ~ Toulmin's, With Pershing in Mexico. Especially good are the

author's appraisals of the use of aviation and motorized
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truck convoys to support the operation. Pershing's use of
trucks is addressed in a research project written in 1974 by
Captain John C. Speedy, then a student at the U.S. Army
Command and General Staff College. The project is titled,
"Cactus and Carburetors: The Development of Motor Vehicle
Maintenance Systems by the U.S. Army during the Funitive
Expedition 1916-1917." Captain Speedy's report also contains

an excellent annotated bibliography. The activities of the

lst Aero Squadron are discussed in From the Wright Brothers to
the Astronauts, the memoirs of Major General Benjz.nin D. |
Foulois. Foulois commanded Pershing's eight aeroplane force.
He credits the aviators with having had a great degree of
success in their scouting operations during the brief period
when thé planes were flyable.

The most detailed and carefully written, published
account of the military aspects of the Expedition is Chasing
Villa by Colonel Frank Tompkins. Tompkins who was involved
in the action at Parral was frustrated throughout the campaign
and appears to have careé}%g%ethe diplomatic implications of
his and Pershing's missions. Tompkins points out an important
misunderstanding which hampered operations from the moment
General Pershing received word that the de facto government
troops at Palomas would oppose his entry into Mexico until
the Expedition was withdrawn. The misunderstanding centered

around the conditions under which Pershing's men entered

Mexico. While Mexicans were denouncing the intervention almost
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unanimously, the Americans wcre receiving assurances from
Washington that they would be welcomed by the de facto govern=
ment.zz The repcert of the Parral action by Tompkins is
iﬁportant and his observations of the entire campaign are
filled with useful information. In an appendix he discusses
cavalry lessons of the Expedition while other appendices con-
cern aviation, motor transport and personnel.

Another participant, George Brydges Rodney sheds light
on the battle of Carrizal in As_a Cavalryman Remembers. The
tragedy there which brought the United States and Maxico
closer to war than at any other time during the campaign has
usually been blamed on either Mexican treachery or Captain
Boyd's obstinance. Rodney suggests that Boyd had secret
orders known only to him and Pershing. In defense of Boyd,
Rodney quotes Boyd's squadron cosmander at the time of the
action as having referred to Boyd as the most diplomatic
captain in his sc;uad::~on.23 Rodney's criticisms of the quality
of the training conducted by the troopers involved in the
Expedition ring trier than descriptioﬁs written by Lieutenant
George Patton for publication in praise of his commander.
Rodney also discusses supply problems such as receiving no
clothing for six months and patching trousers with shelter

tents.

General Pershing's Report of the Punitive Expedition
written at Colonia Dublan is the best official record of the

early months of the campaign. At least two-thirds of the
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report consists of administrative annexes and arpendices.

Of particular interest are Pershing's accounts of the handling
of the Palomas incident and of the actions at Parral and
Carrizal. In the first case Pershing indicated that it was
his intention to cross into Mexico even if it meant fighting
the Mexican troops at Palomas. In describing the attack at
Parral Pershing accused the Mexicans of an unprovoked and
outrageous attack. Pershing also blamed the Mexican forces
for committing a deliberate act of war at Carrizal when the
circumstances warranted a clearer explanation. The facis
known by Pershing at the time the report was written clearly
indicated the responsibllity of the Americans for what
happened there.

Raymond J. Reed in an unpublished masters thesis titled
The Mormons in Chihuahua draws on an excellent eye witness
account of the Carrizal battle as told by Lemuel Spilsbury,

a Mormon guide who accompanied Boyd. Reed's work also includes
interesting glimpses of camp 1ife at Colonia Dublan and social
commentary concerning Negro soldiers not contained in other
works.

Clarence Clendenon's Blood on the Border contains a
scholarly treatment of the border problem from its earliest
beginnings. Much of the information concerning the activities
of Pershing's forces is contained in the author's The United

States and Pancho Villa written eight years earlier. The last

chapter of the book is devotcd to border troubles which took
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place after the departure of the Punitive Expedition, the last
occurring i1 1930.

A final and important source of i:.formation on this
period is Gustavo Casasola's Historia Grafica de la Revolucion
Mexicana, 1300-1 . This work which was prepared in ten
volumes is a photographic history of the Mexican Revolution.
The narration which aécompanies the photographs is not always
historically exact but it probably reflects the understanding
which most educated Mexicans have of their history. The entire
ten volume set was offered inexpensively to the people of
Mexico in a promotional arrangement with one of that country's
larpest department store chains. Volume IV is devoted to
the Carranza yearc. It explains the perspective of Mexicans
during this period.

Despite any feelings that Americans had tn the contrary,
the de facto government forces clearly wanted to put an end
to Fancho Villa. He was their enemy and once he recovered
from his wounds he seriously challenged their authority in
Chihuahua. On 15 September 1916 he took the city of Chihuahua
and for several months thereafter he enjoyed many military
successes. Throughout the volume thé /imerican forces are
referred to as the "invasores." Also, new interpretations are
presented in the discussion of critical events suc<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>